Table 3-9a. GRAZING PERMITS IN FORCE ON GRAZING DISTRICT
(SECTION 3) LANDS AS OF NOVEMBER 29, 2001

Administrative State /a/ Number Active AUMs b/ Suspended AUMs /c/
Arizona 376 529,111 101,653
Cdlifornia 253 243,241 124,383
Colorado 1,167 601,175 130,073
Idaho 1,481 1,288,286 200,732
Montana 2,722 1,139,527 20,321
Nevada 632 2,163,791 512,648
New Mexico 1,525 1,652,235 91,906
Oregon 777 992,607 135,309
Utah 1,576 1,235,236 347,895
Wyoming 1,092 1,507,833 370,696
Total 11,601 11,353,042 2,035,616
Geographic State /a/ Number Active AUMs /b/ Suspended AUMs /c/
Arizona 374 523,719 101,176
Cdlifornia 235 186,920 90,146
Colorado 1,173 602,258 130,073
Idaho 1,480 1,288,266 200,732
Montana 2,722 1,139,527 20,321
Nevada 651 2,220,132 546,885
New Mexico 1,528 1,657,644 92,402
Oregon 777 992,607 135,309
Utah 1,569 1,234,136 347,876
Wyoming 1,092 1,507,833 370,696

Total 11,601 11,353,042 2,035,616



Table 3-9a. GRAZING PERMITS IN FORCE ON GRAZING DISTRICT
(SECTION 3) LANDS AS OF NOVEMBER 29, 2001 -
concluded

lal Administrative state boundaries differ from geographic state boundaries. For example: California
BLM administers some lands within the state of Nevada, and Montana BLM administers all
public land in North Dakota and South Dakota.

/bl Active animal unit months (AUMSs): AUMsthat could be authorized on public lands; these totals
differ from AUM totals shown in the previous tables, which are AUMs authorized for use.

Icl Suspended AUMs on public lands. These AUMSs are not shownin previous tables becausethey
are not authorized for use.

Source: The BLM Rangeland Administration System.



